DUNDALK UNION. 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons^ 
dated ig July 1864 \-^or. 



COPIES “ of the Chaugbs against the Master of the Dundalk Workhouse, 
into which Captain Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, held an Investigation on 
the 17tli day of June last:” 

“ OP Minutes of Evidence 

“ Of Captain i2o6wison’s Report thereon 

“ And, of Minutes of Board of Guardians of the Dundalk Union, of the 
27th day of J une last, and the 2d and 9th days of this instant July.” 



Poor Law Commission Office, T 
Dublin, 26 July 1864. / 



B. BANKS, 

Chief Clerk. 



(Mr. Hennessy.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Prinle<L 
29 July lS6^. 
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COPIES of the Charges against the Master of the Dundalk. Workhouse, 
into which Captain Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, held an Investigation on 
the 17th day of June last; of Minutes ot Evidence; of Captain Robinson's 
Report thereon; and of Minutes of Board of Guardians of the Dundalk 
Union, of the 27th day of Jane last, and the 2d and 9th days of tins instant 
July. 



Dundalk Union. 



No. 1. 

(No. 11,137/64.) 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, at a Meeting 
held on Monday, the 30th day of May 18G4. 



Present: — In the Chair, Samuel Bradford, Jun., 



Other Guardians : 



Thomas Bradford, 

• Nicholas Conroy, 
Bernard Coleman, 
Samuel Bradford, 
Robert Dickie, 



Alexander M'Crocker, 
Christopher Neary, 
Pakenham Beatty, 
John Duff, Esquires. 



The Report of the Visiting Committee was react, and orders were made 
thereon as follows : — 

May 27. Visited several departments of the house, liiund the wards, beds, and 
bedding clean, and in a satisfactory state. Inspected the bread and milk, consider 
the bread and new milk good ; the butter-milk not quite so good as it might be; 
an aged woman, named Rose Buchanan, complained that she was forcibly removed 
froni the dining-hall, when at dinner, by the master, and locked up in a place of 
confinement for several hours. 

(signed) Pakenham Beatty. 



The master reported that he confined Rose Buchanan in tiie “ Lock-up” for 
hours, for persisting in creating distuibance in the dining-iiall, and endea- 
vouring to excite the inmates to insubordination ; also, John Madden, for seven 
hours, for using violence to other inmates and frequenting the female yard. 

Both approved of. 



No. 2. 

(No. 1 1,625/64.) 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board ot Guardians, at a Meeting 
held on Monday, the 8th day of June 1864. 



Present: — In the Cluair, Samuel Bradfoi'd, Jun., Esq., 



Richard Byrne, J. P. 
William 5I‘CuUoeh, 
William Robert Roger’s, 
Thomas Peter Callan, 
Bemai’d Coleman, 

Peter Callan, 
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Other Guarcliaus : 

Samuel Bradford, 

Robert Dickie, 

John Duff, 

Pakenham Beatty, 

William M'Ai'dle, 

Patrick Wood, Esquires. 

^ 2 Proposed 
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Proposed by Mr. Callan, and seconded by Mr. Byrne, That the Poor Law 
Commissioners be requested to direct Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, to 
come down and inquire into a complaint made to the Board at tlie last meeting 
by a pauper named Rose Buchanan, aged 70 years, viz., that the Master on two 
occasions locked her up in a confined, cold, flagged place, for several hour.s, to as 
late as nine o’clock, p.m., without even a seat to sit upon ; and that in bringing 
lier there, he dragged, kicked, and otherwise abused her, in a way unfit for an 
old sickly woman, as she states she is.” 

Mr. ]\i,‘Culloch moved a negative, which was seconded by Mr. Samuel Brad- 
ford, sen. 

On a division being taken, the motion was carried by seven to five. 



No. 3. 

(No. 11,625/64.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 11 June 1864. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland transmit to you the accompanying Extract from Minutes of Proceedings 
of the Board of Guardians of Dundalk Union on the 6th instant, in which the 
guardians request an inquiry into a complaint that has been preferred against 
the Master of the Workhouse of liaving illtreated a pauper inmate, named Rose 
Buchanan, and the Commissioners request that you will have the goodness to 
inquire into the facts of the case, and to furnish them with a report thereon. 

By order, &c- 

H. Robinson, Esq., (signed) B. Banlcs, 

Poor Law Inspector, Chief Clerk. 

Pilot View, Dalkey. 



No. 4. 

(No. 11,625/64.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

_ 11 June 1864. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of 
Guardians of Dundalk Union on the 6th instant; and desire to inform the 
guardians that they have instructed their inspector, Mr. Robinson, to inquire 
into the complaint preferred against the Master of the Workhouse by a pauper 
inmate, named Rose Buchanan, and to furnish them with a report thereon. 

_ , ' By order, &c. 

To th^ Clerk, (signed) B. Banks, 



Dundalk Union. 



Chief Clerk. 



No. 5. 

(No. 12,092/64.) 

Letter from Mr. Beinard Coleman, Poor Law Guardian, to the Commissioners • 

Gentlemen 13 June 1864. 

1 FIND, by a letter from you read at a meeting of our Board to-day, that you 
have ordered an inquiry, according to the Resolution of the Board on the 6th 
instant, into the complaint of the pauper, Buchanan. 

1 now 
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I now beg, gentlemen, to direct your attention to tbe statement made by the 
master to the Board on tliat day; it is too gross to write you, but 1 inclose a 
report of it, taken from a paper published in Dundalk, a reporter from it being- 
present. 

I feel, as many of the guardians do, that the expression of the master was 
uncalled for, whether tlie woman made use of such words or not ; that it was 
made use of by him to give offence to me ; and I must now complain that he has 
on many occosions, on my visiting the house, taken opportunity to offend and 
insult me; and nearly at all -times in the presence of some one of the officers. 
I have oulv brought the first of these cases under the notice of the Board, when 
he was advised by the chairman, Sir John Robinson, to be respectful. After 
hearino- the muster’s explanation, and from the feeling shown by some of the 
guardians in this case, I took tio notice of the others. 1 wished matters to pass 
on quietU’. But now, that part of the complaint I make arise out of what will 
come before Captain Robinson, I respectfully beg to ask you to have a report 
from him on these charges, that you may express an opinion upon it; and, as 
Captain Robinson has fixed on next Friday for the inquiry, immediate com- 
munication from you to him on the subject is necessary, 

I have written to, and inclosed newspapers’ reports to Captain Robinson on 
this subject; and had a reply that is satisfactory, stating, that if the inquiry was 
ordered I would have an opportunity of stating the language of the workhouse 
master alluded to by me. I will send on to-morrow a statement of the conduct 
of the master towards me, that I complain of, to Captain Robinson. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Bernard Coleman. 

Dublin. 



Enclosure in No. 6. 

Extract from Newspaper Repost. 

The Complaint of a Pauper. 

An old woman, named Rose Buchanan, who represented herself as being over 70 years 
of age, complained of tire manner in which she had been treated by the master during 
the previous week. She stated that, in consequence of sometliin^ she said in the dining- 
hall, the master told her “not to let a wor-d out of her head” ; -that he dragged her out, 
and “ pushed her poor frame ” about, till he got her to the lock-up, where he confined her 
from two o’clock tul nine. She also complained of treatment received on a previous occa- 
sion, when she was locked up, on which Wie master said, " Let Bei-nard Coleman take you 
out of that.” The woman, who told her story in a rather disconnected manner, said, she 
had seen better days, having lived with the chairman’s unde, with Mr. ^Ormsby, Mr. 
Coulter, Mr. Robert Bailie, and others, and she considered it very hard if, in her old 
age, the guardians would allow her to be murdered in the Dundalk TiVovkhousc. 

Tlie master’s journal was produced, and in it was a report that Buchanan had been con- 
fined in the lock-up for five hours, “ for creating a disturbance and endeavounng to excite 
the paupers to insubordination.” 

Buchanan . — Is it an old woman like me excite them to insubordination. 

The Porter was examined; but he was not present in -the dining-hall at the commence- 
ment. He saw Buchanan brought down by the master, on which he went up and asked, 
“ If there was a row ” ? Buchanan then said to the master, “ Oh, you vdllsun, I will make 
you look out.” 

Mrs. Kane, tlie matron, said that the master put a woman oiit of the dining-hall on 
the day of the disturbance, when Buchanan began to talk, although they are not allowed 
to speak during meal time. There was a noise in two minutes, whicn Buchanan had 
been instrumental in causing, as she was the first to speak. There was so much mur- 
muring and talking, she coind not tell what was said, though she heard something about 
“ murdering.” 

Master . — She said, that “neither the doctor or I would get leave to murder them now.” 
It all ai-ose out of tlie accident to M'Parlan. They thought to make it he believed that 
she had been murdered. 

The Schoolmistress said, Buchanan did nothing more than had been stated; she did not 
beat or strike any one ; she said, the master or the doctor wonld not get leave to murder 
any person in the house ; the master told her to hold her tongue three or four times ; there 
was a foolish woman in the hall, and the master put her out ; it was then Buchanan com- 
menced to speak. ' 
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The Muster eaid, as Buchanao had referred to a previous punishment, he would ask the 
schoolmistress if she did not on that occasion hear her make use of profane and indecent 
language ? 

tress said she did, but Buchanan denied ha%’ing done so. 



Mr. Conroy . — If she was punished for u former offence there is uo use bringing it 
against Iier again. 

Master . — Pardon me, she has been allowed to go into it, and it is but right to state the 
circumstances. Slie made use of language that is not fit for the schoolmistress to rc[)cat. 
Indeed, she charged a guardian liere present Avith having connection with tlie mati-on in the 
chapel, and it was for that I locked her up. So long_ aa she confined her abuse to myself, 
I did not take much notice of it, but when she spoke in that manner of a gim.i'dlan, I im- 
mediately dragged her away. She said the women I iiad in tlie kitchen wore so-and-so, 
btrt I did nothing until it Avent further. 

Buchanan appeared surjirised at this statement, and denied its truth tw»> or three times. 

A Avoraan, named Bessy Oavcus, avsis called by Buchanan. She Avas in the dining-hall 
when the master put the foolish woman out. He said, “ It any of you sjjcak I will treat 
you in tlie same way.” Buchanan, Avho had been speaking, begged his pardon, when he 
directed her not to speak another word. He then came up and dragged her away. It 
was after he was taking her to the lock-ii}) that she said something about the doctor and 
Biddy CraAvfovd. 

Another pauper woman was called by Buchanan, but she stated she kncAv nothing about 
the disturbance, but she thought it very likely she brought It on herself as she was ahvays 
causing some trouble. 

Buchanan. — Oh, that woman is on rations (laughter). 



The women having retired, Mr. Coleman said, he thought tlie master liad acted a little 
hastily. He should consider that she was aji old Avoman, 70,years of age, and although no 
doubt she miglil be very provoking, still some allowance should be made for bcr. He 
would ask the master hoAV he eainc to mention his name. 



Tlie master did not take it as a compliment from Mr. Coleman or the Boar<l, nlthdugh 
he was depending on tliem for his situation, to suppose that he had mentioned his name. 
He had iiol been asked to contradict having done so. The vciy fact of Rose ‘Buchanan 
saying that he had done so should he sufficient to make them cai’cful in believing it. As 
you liave asked the rpiosllon. Mr. Coleman, 1 may state that it was yon she men- 
tioned as having been in the chapel with the matron. 

Mr. Coleman . — I never was in the chapel witli the matron in my life. 

The guardians considered that Buchanan had brought what punishment she had received 
on liei-aelf, and they coneequently deidined interfering in the matter. 



No. fi. 

(No 12,092/64.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dtiblin, 
Sir, 15 June 1864 . 

Adverting to their Letter of the 11th instant, in which you were requested to 
inquire into a complaint that had been preferred against the Master of the W ork- 
house of Dundalk Union of having ill-treated a pauper inmate, named Rose 
Buchanan, the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor 
in Ireland fonvard for your information the accompanying communication, 
which they have received from Mr. Bernard Coleman, a member of the Board of 
Guardians, in which he complains of a statement made by the master at the 
meeting of the Board on the 13 th instant, which, he states, was made for the 
purpose of giving offence to him; and also, that the master has, on many 
occasions, wiien he (Mr. Coleman) visited the workhouse, taken the opportunity 
to offend and insult him ; and he applies to have these matters inquired into by 
you AA'hen holding the inquiry above referred to. 

In reference thereto the Commissioners desire to observe, that you will ho 
doubt find an opportunity of receiving any statement from Mr. Coleman or 
others, which may tend to throw light on the subject, especially as to the state- 
ment 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




DUNDALK UNION. 



ment imputed by the master to the woman Buchanan, as reported in the accom* 
panying extract from a local newspaper, to the effect that Mr. Coleman had had 
connexion with the matron of the workhouse in the chapel ; au imputation which 
reflects so seriously on Mr. Coleman and the matron. 

By order, &c. 

To H. Robinson, Esq., B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Poor Law Inspector, 

Pilot View, Daikey. 



No. 7. 

(No. 1 2,092/64.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Coleman. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, lo June 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland acknowledge the receipt of yoiir Letter of the IStli instant, in whidi you 
complain that flie Master of tlie Workhouse of Dundalk Union Ijsis, on several 
occasions, on your visiting the workhouse, oti'ended and ini^ulted you ; and lliat, at 
the gnarclians’ meeting on the 13th instant, he slated to tlie guardians thatRo-e 
Buchanan, a pauper inmate of the workhouse. Lad imputed to you and the 
Matron of the Workhouse, conduct which reflects seriously upon both parties; 
and request that the master’s conduct, as complained of by you, may be investi- 
gated by Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, holding tlie inf|uiiy which he has 
been instructed to make into the complaint preferred against the master by Rose 
Buchanan. 

In reply, the Commissioners desire to inform you, that they' have sent your 
communication to Mr. Robinson, who, no doubt, will receive any statement on 
the subject which may be submitted to him, and appear relevant to the objects 
of the inquiry which he has been instructed to make. 

By order, &,c. 

To Bernard Coleman, Esq., B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Poor Law Guardian, Dundalk. 



No. 8. 

(No. 12,530/64.) 

Report from Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Dalkey, 20 June 1864. 

I BEG to inform you that, in compliance with the instructions contained in 
your letter of the lllh instant, I have inquired into the charge preferred against 
the master of Dundalk workhouse of having ill-treated a pauper inmate, named 
Rose Buchanan, and I forward to you herewith the minutes of the investigation. 

You will see, by the extract from the punishment book, that the days on which 
it is alleged the master ill-treated Rose Buchanan were the 15th of October 1863 
and the 24th of May last. 

The evidence on the subject clearly proves that, on those occasions. Rose 
Buchanan had conducted hemelf in a most unseemly and refractory manner ; on 
the 16th October she made use of foul and slanderous language respecting the 
person who was then matron of the workhouse and one of the guardians, and on 
the 24th of May she was most insubordinate in disobeying: the repeated orders of 
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the master to keep silence in tbe dining- hall, and endeavoured to encourage a 
feelinj^ of discontent among the paupers assembled there ; tire schoolmistress 
swore, with reference to that transaction, “order could not have been maintained 
if he had not removed her,” and that “ Buchanan endeavoured on that day tO' 
excite the paupers to insubordination, and partly succeeded.” 

I think that, boih in October and May, Rose Buclnman’s conduct deserved 
severe punishment, and tli-at the discipline and order of the workhouse made it 
necessary that she should be at once separated from the other inmates, but, in 
lockingup a woman, aged G8,in the cell for some hours without first oblainino- a 
medical certificate that she was fit to undergo tlie punishment, the master 
exceeded his powers, and violated the provisions of the 45th article of the work- 
house rules, and is to blame for not having been better acquainted with the rules 
for the government of workhouses ; the cliarge, however, made by Rose 
Buchanan, that he shook and dragged and kicked her while removing her to the 
cell appears to be entirely groundless, and is satisfactorily disproved by the 
testimony of all the other witnesses examined upon the subject, who concur in 
saying that the master did not use any unnecessary violence. 

In reference to this case, Mr. Bernard Coleman, one of the guardians, complains 
that the master endeavoured to offend him, by naming him publicly in the 
Board-room, as the guardian mentioned by Rose Buchanan in October, when she 
attributed improper conduct to the matron ; and he is of opinion that, considering, 
this proceeding in connection with what Mr. Coleman considers to have been 
insulting demeanour on former occasions, he thinks the master mentioned his 
name ior the purpose of giving him offence. 



It appears that, when Rose Buchanan was brought before the Board on the 
30th of Mil}’, she complained of the punishment inflicted on her in October. In 
explaining and defending liis proceedings on that occasion, the master stated the 
offence of wliich Rose Buchanan Iiad then been guilty, and said, that she had 
accused Mr. Coleman and the person who was then matron of improper conduct, 
though, in recording the offence and punishment in October, he had merely 
entered in general terms, that her language was “profane and indecent.” 

Mr. Coleman considers that tlie mention of his name on the 30tli of May was 
uncalled for, and the master slates he considered he was coinpelletl to mention 
Mr. Coleman by the questions ))ut to him. 



I found a difficulty in ascertaining the exact terms of the question put to the 
master on the SOih. of May, which elicited the statement complained of, but there 
is no doubt whatever that the leference to the occurrences in October originated 
with Rose Buclianan, and not with the master, and that, in repeating Buchanan’s 
language, the master did so to inform the guardians of the statements she had 
made, and for which she was punished, and not by the way of insinuating that 
he considered there were any grounds for her accusations ; and I think, under 
these circumstances, that Mr. Coleman ought to be satisfied with the statement, 
made by the master upon oatb, that he had no intention whatever to insult or 
offend him. 



To the Poor Law Commissioners. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Henry Robinson. 
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No. 9. 



(No. 12,530/64.) 

Minutes of an Inquiry held by Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, on the 17th of June 1864 
(enclosed in No. 8). 



Dundalk Union. 



Extract from the Workhocse Register. 



No. 


and Surniune 
of 


Sex. 


1 i 

Age. 


,K Adult, 
1 -whether 
1 Single, 
Married, 
Widower, 
he. 


F.oiployment 
or Calling. 


Religious 

Denomination. 


If Disabled, 
Descrij>tioii of 
Disability, &c. 


Naoje of Wife 
or Husband. 


Number of Cliil- 


Observations on 
Condition, &£. 


Electoral 

Diriaion, 

&C. 


Date when 
Admitted to 
Workhouse. 


Date when 
Died, 
or Left 
the 

Workhouse. 


1,230 


1 

1 

Rose Buchaaan • 


F. 

! 


i 

68 ; 


Single 


1 ; 


R. Catholic- 


- 


j 


j 


- 


Dundalk - 


17 Sept. 1863 


30 May 1804 



Dundalk Union. 



Extracts from Opkence aod Punishuent Book. 



! 

No. of ' 
Case. 


Name. 


Offence. 


Date of 
Offence. 

i 


Funisbment 
indicted 
by Master, i 
or other 1 

Officer. 1 


1 Opinion 
' of Guardians 
1 thereon. 


Punishment 

Ordered 

by 

Board of 
Coardians. 


Bate of 
Foaishuent. 


Initials of 
Clerk. 


Obsruvations. 


309 


Rose Bucbauau 


Creating a 
noise in the yard, 
and persisting ' 

i of profane and j 
indecent Ian- | 
i guage. 


15 Oct. 1863 


Fiaced in the | 
“Lock-up” for 
4j houi-s. 1 


“Approved” 


■ 


15 Oct, 1863 


J. M. 




320 


Rose Buchanan 


Persisting in 
creating dU- ' 
turbance in the ; 
dining ball, 
and endeavour' 

the inmates to 
insubordina- 


24 May 1864 


Placed in 
“Lock-up” for ' 
5! hours. 


“Approved" 






J. M, 

i 

i 

f 


i 



57.5- B 
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Rose Buchanan, having been duly swornj states : — I have been in and out of the work- 
house foi* 9 or 10 years. On the day I was locked up last time, we came into the dining 
hall to dinner and sat down, and there was an old woman named Halfpenny, who is rather 
light, and was making some complaint ; the master took her and shook her, and put her 
outside the hall door, then the master came back, and said not to think that it was Dr. 
Beatty or Biddy Crawford that they had now, for he would punisli them, and anyone 
that would open theii' lips he would drag to the black hole. “ That docs not interfere, 
Mr. Purcell,” said I, “with the doctor’s complaint.” “Not a word out of your head,” 
said he, “ or I will drag you down to the black hole.” “ I am not saying anything 
wrong,” said I; and he said, “Not another word out of your liead and 1 said, “If 
I said anything wrong I heg your pardon.” I said, “ I am not saying anything and 
with that he dragged me out from among tire women, and I grasped the women, and lie 
tore me away; and, •' Oh! women,” said I, “is this not pretty punislunent for justice?” 
He held me and shook me until he got me to tlic black hole, and put me in, and I 
remained there tiU after nine o’clock ; that is all I have to say about this day. 

About 9 or 10 months ago we were in the dining-hall on the Board day, am] the master 
was not there. Mr. Henry Kelly and the schoolmaster and mistress were in tlie liall ; we 
put our tins on the end of the table, wth the broth in them ; some of us did not drink tlie 
broth os it was not made to our liking, but we did not put it there by way of making a 
complaint. Mr. Kelly asked why we did not di'ink the broth, and none of them answered, 
so I said, “Mr. Kelly, there is no parsley or pepper in it,'aiid it is not what it used to be.” 
Mr. Kelly tasted, and said his men could chink it if they had it. “As you say so, Mr. 
Kelly,” said I, “ I will say no more.” Miss Galligan, the schoolmisti’css, said I ought not 
to complain, as tlic master was not there. I said I iviis not complaining of Mr. Pnrccll, as 
he ivas not the cook, and that I knew he gives what is light. I went into the kitchen, 
and the women then said “ You have made a complaint, and when the master comes you 
will catch it.” 

Peggy Matthews and Maiy Anne Lester and another were there ; I was in the women’s 
yard soon after, sitting on tlie seat, and Mr. Purcell came up, and asked was our broth 
good, and had we any complaints of it? I said “ Come liere if you please, and I will tell 
you the truth about It.” “ How dare you tell me to come to you:” said he. “Do you 
think I am as mean as your matron?” “ I tliiuk Sir,” said I, “you are, and meaner, 
because you keep lower people about you I called tliem the prostitutes. “With that he 
took me, and dragged me, and shook me, and kicked me in tlie small of iny hack with his 
knee, and put me into the black hole, and said, “ Now let Bernard Coleman take you 
out” Tliis was soon after dinner, and I remained in the black hole till after nine o’clock. 
I had no clothing or bedding, or anything more on either occasion on which I was confined, 
beyond the clotJies I was wearing. There was no stool or chair in tlie cell. 

At that time, in October, I was taking powders and bitters given me by Dr. Gartlan, 
for a stomach complaint, hut I was not in the hospital. 

I never said that die matron had been in the cliapel with Mr. Coleman, and never said 
anything that could lead anyone to think that I accused the matron of improper conduct ; 
on next moniing I met tlic master, near the hoys’ dormitory at hia own door, and he asked 
where I was going, and I said, “ to the men’s dormitory to clean it,” and he took me and 
shook me, and forced his nails into my flesh, till he got me to the bottom of the women’s 
stairs, and I shouted murder at Miss Galligan’s door, but no one dared to come out, aud 
Catherine Kelly rescued me from lihn. 

Catlierine Kelly said, “ For God’s sake, Mr. Purcell, let her go, aud put her in 
the black hole ” ; and said to me to beg his pardon. I said I would go out aud not beg his 
pai-don, and he then let me go. I did not, however, go out. I never was before the 
Boaitl on a chai-ge against me since Mr. Purcell’s appointment, ’till I was brought before 
the Boai'd about a fortnight ago, aud I never brought forward a charge against the master 
to the Board ’till the 30th of May, and I never complained to anybody of liim ’till I com- 
plained to Dr. Beatty after I was locked up the last time. 

I did not like to go agmnst the master, and that was the reason I did not before com- 
plain of the treatment I got in October. I then told Dr. Beatty my complaint of beinw 
locked up on both occasions. The master was not in the liall when I complained to Mr , 
Kelly in October, and I did not see him ’till he came to me to the yard. 

I never said anything to Anne Lester about the chapel and the matron. 

No officer took me from the master at dinner hour on the 15th of October when I spoke 
to Ml'. Kelly, and no one put me out of the ball that day. 

I am 70 years of age. 

her 

Rose + Buchanan. 
mai'k. 

Sworn before me this I7th June 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 

Henry Rice, porter of the workhouse, having been duly sworn, states : — On the 24th of 
May last, at about two o’clock, I was standing in the lodge, and I saw tlie master talcing 
Buchanan to the black hole ; and I went over and said to the raaeteiv “ had you a row ? ” and 
the master said “ yes.” She was before him, and he handed her into the lock-up and told 
me to close the door. They were seven or eight yards from the black hole when I first saw 

them, 
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them, and die master had hold of her by the clothes at the back of the neck, but was not 
using force ; I did not at any time see him shake her or use force, and she was going 
quietly ; I did uot hear the master say anythin® to her, but she said, “ you villain, I witl 
make yon look out.” I then closed the door and the master walked away. She was let 
out at about half-past eight o’clock, by me, hy tlie master’s order. The floor of tlie cell is 
made of eai’th and sand. 

Henry Rice. 

Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 

Henry Rohinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



Anne Macanceny, having been duly sworn, states : — (This witness could state nothing.) 



Bessie Otoen, having been duly sworn, states : — On the day Buchanan was locked up 
last month, an old woman named Hah^^enny complained, at dinner, of the bread being 
hard, and said she would keep it to show to the Guardians, and the master put her outside 
the hall door, and tlien said that’ the first that would speak he would treat in the s^e way. 
Eose Buchanan said, “if a person had just cause, they should not be treated in such a 
manner lie master said “ silence,” and that he was uot speaking to her, and she begged 
his pardon, and he smd “ speak another word,” and she did speak, and he pulled her from 
the table and put her into the cell ; he pushed her down the hall, but I did not see him 
shake her nor use any violence to her. I was at the same table and was looking at them 
from the time he took bold of her till they were out of sight 

I do not recollect seeing her catch hold of the woman, but she caught hold of the gate 
going out, and the master did not drag her, but pushed her before him and uaea no 
violence t!^t I could see. 

her 

Bessie X Owen, 
mark. 



Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 



Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



John Gartlan, Esq, , S£. D., liaving been duly sworn, states r — Buch^an was getting 
medicine from me in October, as well as I recollect, for chi'onic dyspepsia, but I had not 
put her on my book ; she had Gregory’s powders, and gentian infusion. I have no recoi-d 
of the medicine I give occasionally to persons not on the sick books. I do not recollect 
ever having been called upon for a certificate that a person over 60 years of nge was fit to 
undergo solitary confinement. 

Jofi7i Gartlan, 31. D. 

Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 

Henry Rohinsot}, Poor Law Inspector. 



Susan Galliyan, schoolmistress, having been duly sworn, states : — I remember the day 
Buchanan was confined in October. I was in the dining hall, and the inmates were at 
dinner, and Bose Buchanan stood up and said, “ I beg your pardon, Mr. Kelly ; I have 
a complaint to make about the broth.” I don’t recollect what she said besides, but 
Mr. ,^lly tasted the broth, and smd his labourers would be glad to have it, or as good as 
it. I said, she had no right to complain in the master or matron’s absence, as they were 
all aware that the master asked them every day if they had any complaints. 

Mr. Kelly walked on, and Buchanan said, “The devil take such guardians.” She said, 
there was another guaidian. through the house with the other devil. She did not mention 
who she referred to at that time. I then went down with Mr. Kelly, and spoke to him 
for some time near- the store door, and I saw the late matron and Mi% Coleman come in 
from the men’s yard, and Mr. Coleman went into the kitchen, and the matron remained 
near the door, and I went away. Nearly an horn- after I saw the master take Eose 
Buchanan to the lock-up. I was in n^ bed-room, which overlooks the lock-up. The 
master had a hand on each of her arms ; ^ think he was obliged to force her along, but he 
did not use any violence. He did not hit or push his knee into her back. I did not henr 
say anything to her, but I heard her make use of a very indecent expression about a 
person whose name I did not then hear. The language I heard was so gross I cannot 
repeat it, but it implied immoral conduct on the part ot the person referred to. She asked 
the master, was he pxrnishing her for that person she alluded to ? 

About half-an-hour afterwards 1 asked the master what Buchanan did, and he said he 
punished her for making use of abusive language respecting the matron. I fiien told the 
master what Buchanan had done in the hail. 

On that day I bad been in the haU, and found two women disputing, and I asked what 
was the matter, and one said the matron bad taken Mr. Coleman into the chapel to make 
complaints, and the other said Mr. Coleman would not listen to complaints in such a place. 
I put one of them away. 

Next morning I was in mv room, and I heard Buchanan coming across .the passage,., and 
the master after her, and he said he would not allow her to go about the house abusing 
people, or come to hrs door with such expressions. 

She ran down to the nurserv, and the master followed, but did not catch her till he got 
to the nmsery. I heard her use giTnilar language to what she had used the day before at 

575 . 
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the cell, adding the word prostitute, and I heard a woman tell her to beg the master’s par- 
don, and she said she would suffer to be hanged first. 

On -die 24th of Mot she persisted in speaking after the master repeatedly ordered silence, 
and he took her to the lock-up. Order could not have been maintained if he had not 
removed her. She said they were a slack lot of women, and that, thanlc goodness, Mi\ 
Crawford, or anyone else, would uot get leave to murder any more. 

The master forced her down to the lock-up, but did not use any xmnecessary violence 
and did not di*ag her, but forced her along. He did not shake her or throw her down, and 
she shouted murder. 

Buchanan endeavoured on tliat day to excite the paupers to insubordination, and partly 
succeeded. There was a tendency towards insubordination in the house durino- the pre- 
vious fortnight, since Biddy M'Fai'lan’s leg was broken ; but up to tliat time the house had 
been generally quiet. The pauj>ers blamed the master for not pimisliing Crawford and 
for taking part with the doctor. I believe tlie paupers entertain now a bad feeling ao-ainst 
the master, because they think he discouraged the payment of nurses ; but this question 
was not raised till after the 24th of May. 

Some of the paupers read the discussion in the papers. 



Sworn before me this 17th of June, 

Heni-y Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



Susan Galligan. 



PaMck Wade, schoolmaster, having been duly sworn, states : — I remember the 15th of 
October. I was in the hall on tliat day, and saw the matron put Buchanan out of the 
hall and lock the door. The master was in the hall, and this was immediately after dinner. 

_ 1 » , . , ^ T Painick Wade. 

Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Insi^ector. 



Catherine Kelly, having been duly sworn, states :~I remember tlie day in October when 
Buchanan was locked up. I was in the women’s yard after dinner, and Baclianan had all 
the women round her, and said that the matron and Mr. Coleman was in the chariel. She 
said the mistress was busy telling lies in the chapel. I considered she only meant that 
they went there to speak. I fd’terwards went into the house and met the schoolmistress 
and she asked what was the noise, and I said Rose Buchanan was kicking up a i*ow about 
Mr. Coleman and the matron. 



Sworn before me this 17th of June 18C4, 
Henri/ Robinson, 



her 

Cutherine x Kelly. 
mai’k. 

Poor Law Inspector. 



Mary Anne Lester, having been duly sworn, states I remember in October I was 
standing near the kitchen door, and saiv the master talking Buchanan to the lock-up. His 
two hands were on her shoulders, and he was going gently along with lier. He was 
u^ng no violence, and did not drag her or strike her, or put his knee into her bade. I 
did not lose sight of them from tlie time they came in on the women’s yard door till they 
got near the cell, aud he used no violence at any time. Buclianan asked, was she o-oin^ 
to be pumshed for ti-ying to save the chapel. I heard nothing more. I did not hear the 
master say au; 7 thmg. Before that, I hcai-d Buchanan say that the mati-on and Mr. 
Coleman were m the chapel. I did not think tliat Rose Buchanan meant there was any- 
thing immoral going on by tlie mati-on and Mr. Coleman being in tlic chapel, 
i afterwards saw the matron and Mr. Coleman coming out of tlie chapel. 

her 

Mary Anne x Lester, 

Sworn before me this I7tb of June 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



tlie Workhouse, having been duly sworn, states On the 
16th oi October, when I cametrom the Board room to the dining hall, the bell was rinrins 
lor the paupers to lea-^. matron came in from the direction of the kitchen, and w^ 

speafang to me, and Rose Buchanan came forwai-d and began abusing me as I thou<^ht, 
but I believe now she only meant the matron. The matron put her oSt of tlie hall into 
the yara- Some time after I was speaking to Mr. Coleman, and he complained of the 
-women, and that the porter had been abused by them, and that he thought 
the mafron s complaint, that I had not supported her, was correct. I then went to the 
women s yax-d, and found Buchanan m an excited state, scolding, and alluded to the use 

£ ^ 1 . that the matron’s 

^ends, the prosti^tes, had eat the roof off the house. I spJke as harshly as I Suld to 

P™v»tliatthemat.-onV taS m“ 

Coleman to the chapel for immoral purposes, or words to that effect. I then took her to 

S: St t 'T\oVdt she frSd 

tne cnapei i tooJr lier. 1 locked her up, because of her speak no' in that maTinpr nf tTiP 
maton, and I could not get her to keep quiet. At the’tloor of the loS -“e ™r*d 

Mr. Qoleman 
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Mr. Coleman and the matron. I used no Tiolence in removing her to the cell. Next 
morning she was using improper language respecting the matron near her door and mine, 
and when I went out she ran away, and I do not think I caught her. Before the 24th of 
May, the paupers had got it into their heads they ought to be paid, and would not work 
for me or the present matron, and they blamed me for screening the nurses in the case of 
M'Parlan. I had to remove Halfpenny from the hall on the 24th, and there was a 
murmur among tlic women ; and I more than once cautioned them to be silent, and 
Buchauan said they had a man now who would not allow them to he murdered by either 
Crawford or the doctor. 

Buchanan persisted in speaking, after repeated orders to be silent, and I removed her 
to the lock-up. I used no violence, and only had to loosen her hand from the door. The 
entry as to her punishment in the book is incorrect. I was not aware until Monday last 
of the provisions of the 45th Article of 'Workhouse Eules. I find a similar practice 
has existed in this workliouse before, as will be seen by the doctor’s evidence, and the 
extract of the punishment attached. 

Wm. Purcell. 

Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



James Murphy, Cleric of tlie Union, having been duly awom, states : — I was present at 
the Guardians’ meeting of the 30th of May. I believe the newspaper statement I hear 
read, wliieii reports the master’s observation as to Mr. Coleman, is correct ; and I did not 
hear the master asked distinctly who the Guardian was who was stated by Rose Buchanan 
to have been in the chapel witli tlie matron. 

It appeared to me that the master volunteered the observation in which he brought out 
Ml-. Coleman’s name, and that it was not drawn out of liim on examination. 

I was engaged at the time in the duties of the office. 

James Murphy. 

Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



Pahenham Beatty, Esq., Guardian, having been duly sworn, states; — I believe the 
newspaper statement as to tlie master’s observation respecting Mr. Coleman is a correct 
report I did not hear any furtlier question put to the master by Mr. Coleman than what 
is there reported. I then left the room, and was not present when I understand the 
master was recalled. I considered the master’s statement referring to a Guardian was an 
insult to the whole Boai-d. 

The female officers were not, to the best of my belief, present when Mr. Coleman’s 
name was mentioned ; but they were present when the master previously alluded to 
Buchanan’s statement as to a Guardian and the matron. 

On the 30th of hlay Rose Buchanan herself originated the reference to her former 
punishment in October. 

Pahenham Beatty. 

Sworn before me this 17th of June 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



John Gartlan, Esq., M. D., having been duly sworn, states: — I was in tlie Board-room 
on the 30th of May. I heard hfr. Coleman's name mentioned by the master as the 
Guardian referred to by Rose Buchanan ; but I cannot remember whether he mentioned 
the name in answer to a question put to Iiim on the subject or not. 

I do not think I was in tlie room when the master was recalled. 

My impression is that the newspaper report of the occurrence is correct. 



John Gartlan, M. D. 



Sworn before me tliis 17th of June 1864. 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



William Purcell, Master of the Workhouse, having been duly sworn, states 'When 1 
mentioned Jlr. Coleman’s name I considered I was compelled to do so, and that the 
question was distinctly put to me who the Guardian was who was referred to by Rose 
.Buchanan. 

I had no intention whatever to insult or offend Mr. Coleman, and I did not mention 
him as having any reason to believe the chai-ge was true ; I said at the time I did not 
believe it. 

I would not have mentioned the name if the question had_ not been put to me. It was 
from a feelin» of delicacy, and respect to the Board, that I did not mention Mr. Colemtm’s 
name when 1 reported Rose Buchanan on the 15th of October last; I did not mention 
Mr. Coleman’s name till I was recalled. 

William Purcell. 

Sworn before me this 17th of Jvme 1864, 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 
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— No. 10. — 

(No. 12,578/64.) 

Pi’ETHER Report from Mr. RoUtison to the Commissioners. 
Gentlemen, Dallcey, 21 June 1864. 

With reference to my report to you of the 20 fh instant, respecting the inquiry 
I held, on the 17th instant, into charges preferred against the master of the 
Dundalk Workhouse, I beg to forward to you a letter and declaration which I 
have this day received from Mr. Bernard Coleman on the subject. 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Henry Robinson. 



Enclosure 1, in No. 10 . 

(No. 12,578/64.) 

Letter firom Mr. Coleman. 

Sir, 20 June 1864. 

Having been speaking to my solicitor, Mr. M'Mahon, to-day on. the subject of the 
inquiry lidd by you at the workhouse on Friday last, he was of opinion my statement 
should be taken down in evidence, and advised me to take the following course : to make 
a declaration before a magistrate of the facts I stated before you, which I did ; and now 
forward to you (enclosed) the declaration, which I beg to request you will leave before the 
Commissioners, with the evidence you have taken at the inquiry on Friday last. 

I remain, &c. 

To Captain Robinson, (signed) Bernard Coleman. 

Poor Law Inspector, Pilot View, Dalkey. 



Euclosure 2, in No. 10. 

Declaration of Mr. Coleman. 

Petty Sessions, District of Dundalk, County of Loutln 
Bernard Coleman, complainant. 

I, Bernard Coleman, of Ballybanark, do solemnly and sincerely declare, that upon 
the occasion of the inquiry held by Captain Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, at the Duuoalk 
Union Workhouse on the I7tb instant, I was prepared, if examined on oath, to swear to 
the following facts : That when tire woman. Rose Buchanan, made her complaint to tlie 
Board, she stated that when the master locked her up, he said, “ Let Bernard Coleman 
take you out of that that I then asked the master why he mentioned my name. He replied, 
“ He took it as no compliment from Mr. Coleman,nor from tlic Board, to ask him to contradict 
what Rose Buchanan said.” He then said he did not mention my name on looking her 
up, but I will now tell you, it was Mr. Coleman she mentioned as having been in the 
chapel with the matron;” subsequently, the master being called up by the Chairman at 
my request, I asked him to state to me where he heard the woman use the language, and 
what caused her to make use of it. He said he did not bear the woman use the 
language himself ; it was the schoolmistress heard her make use of it in the women’s 
yard ; mat it was nine months ago since it occuired, and referred me to the Punishment 
Book of the 15th of October last. During this inquiry by the Board, the master put 
forward the schoolmistress to state the language Buchanan used on the first occasion of 
locking her up ; the schoolmisteess hesitated to say anything. The master then came 
forward, and said, “Pardon me, gentlemen, I will not ask Miss GalUgan to repeat the 
expression the woman used j what she said was, a Guardian now present had connexion 
with the matron in the chapeL” 

And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and 
by virtue of tire provisions of an Act passed in the sixth year of the reign of his late 
Majesty King William the Fourth (chapter 62) for the Abolition of Unnecessaiy Oaths. 

(signed) Bernard Coleman. 

■ Made and subscribed before me this 20th day of June, in the year 1864, 

(signed) T. M. Richardson, 

Justice of smd county. 
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No. 11 . 

(No. 12,530/64.) 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

23 June 1864. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of tlie Poor in 
Ireland have had before them the report of their inspector, Mr. Robinson, with 
the evidence taken at the inquiry recently held by him into the charges preferred 
against the master of the workhouse of Dundalk Union of having, on two 
occasions, ill-ti-eated a pauper inmate named Rose Buchanan. 

It appears from the evidence that, on the 15th of October 1863 and the 24tli 
of May last, Rose Buchanan had conducted herself in a most unseemly and 
refractory manner ; that on the former date she made use of foul and slanderous 
language respecting the person who was then matron of the workhouse and one 
of the Guardians of the Union, and on the latter date she was most insubordinate 
in disobeying the repeated orders of the master to keep silence in the dining-hall, 
and endeavoured to encourage a feeling of discontent among the paupers 
assembled there. The schoolmistress states, iu her evidence in reference to this 
latter transaction, that order could not have been maintained if the master had 
not removed Rose Buchanan, who endeavoured on that day to excite the 
paupers to msubordinaiicm, in which attempt she partially succeeded ; and the 
Commissioners think that on both occasions Rose Buchanan’s conduct deserved 
severe punishment, and that the discipline and order of the workhouse made it 
necessary that she should be at once separated from the other inmates ; but in 
locking up a woman aged 68 years in the refractory cell for some hours, without 
first obtainiug a medical certificate that she was fit to_ undergo the punishment, 
the master exceeded his powers and violated the provisions of the 45 th Article of 
the Workhouse Rules, and is to blame for not having been better acquainted with 
the rules for the government of the workhouse. The chai*ge, however, made by 
Rose Buchanan, that the master shook and dragged and Idcked her while re- 
moving her to the cell, appears to be entirely groundless, and is satisfactorily 
disproved by the testimony of all the other witnesses examined upon the subject, 
who concur in saying that the master did not use any unnecessary violence. 

In reference to the complaint of Mr. Bernard Coleman, one of the Guardians 
of the Union, that the master endeavoured to offend him by naming him publicly, 
in the Board-room, as the Guardian mentioned by Rose Buchanan iu October, 
when she attributed improper conduct to the matron, and that he mentioned his 
name for the purpose of giving him offence, it appears thatvfben Rose Buchanan 
was brought before the Board on the 30th of May, she complained of the punish- 
ment inflicted on her in October. In explaining to the Guardians and 
defending his proceedings on that occasion, tlie master stated the offence of which 
Rose Buchanan had their been guilty, and said that she had accused Mr. Cole- 
man and the person who was then niatrou of improper conduct, although in 
recording the offence and punishment in October he had merely entered, in 
general terms, that her language was ‘^profane and. indecent.” 

Mr. Coleman considers that the mention of his name by the master in the 
Boai'd-room on tlie 30th of May was uncalled for, aud the master states he con- 
sidered he was compelled to niention Mr. Coleman’s name by the question put 
to him 5 and although it is difficult to ascertain the exact terms of the question 
which elicited the statement complained of, there is no doubt whatever that the 
reference to the occurrence in October originated with Rose Buchanan and not 
with the master, and that iu repeating Buchanan’s language the master did so 
to inform the Guardians of the statement she had made and for which she was 
punished, and not by way of insinuating that he considered there were any 
grounds for her accusation. 

The Commissioners think it reasonable, under these circumstances, that Mr. 
Coleman should be satisfied with the statement made by tiie master upon oath, 
that he had no intention whatever to insult or offend him. 

By Order, 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

The Clerk to the Guardians, Dundalk Union. 
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No. 12. 

(No. 12,981/64.) 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, at a Meeting 
held on Monday the 27th day of June 1864. 

Present In the Chair, William Robert Rogers, Esq. 

Other Guardians : 

Michael Kelly, j.p., Samuel Bradford, 

Matthew D’Arcy, j.p., Launcelot Coulter, 

Richard Byrne, j.p., Christopher Neary, 

Thomas Bradford, John Reilly, 

Alexander Murdoch, Henry E. Kelly, 

Thomas Peter Callan, John DutF, 

Nicholas Conroy, Pakenham Beatty, 

Bernard Coleman, Denis Callan, and 

Peter Callan, . Patrick Woods, Esquires. 

Read Letter from Poor Law Commissioners, dated 23d instant, No. 12,530164, 
relating- to the inquiry held by their inspector, Mr. Robinson, into the charge 
preferred against the master of the workhouse, of having on two occasions ill 
treated a pauper inmate named Rose Buchanan. 

Proposed by Mr. Byrne, and seconded by Mr. Michael Kelly, and carried — 

That we now call upon the Poor Law Commissioners to forward to this Board 
a full and accumte copy of the evidence taken by Captain Robinson on the 
inquiry held by him, on the 17th instant, with reference to certain charges made 
against the master of this house. 

Mr. Peter Callan having handed in a Resolution, the Chairman made the 
following Minute : — 

A Resolution having been handed to me, the object of which it appears to me 
was to open up again the inquiry already had before Mr. Robinson, upon the 
subject of Rose Buchanan’s confinement, and Mr. Bernard Coleman’s complaint 
against the master, and after the receipt of the Commissioners’ letter concerning 
Captain Robinson’s report upon said inquiry, I refused to receive such Resolution, 
although proposed and seconded. 

The following Protest was then handed in by Mr. Byrne : — 

We, the undersigned, protest against the decision of the Chairman in refusing 
to put from the Chair the Resolution now proposed by Mr. Callan, and seconded 
by Mr. Neary, as follows, namely : 

Resolved, — That, in our opinion, the master of this house treated the old 
woman, Rose Buchanan, in a cruel, illegal, and unjustifiable maimer; that we 
consider the gross and indecent statements made by the master in this room, 
and in presence of the Board, were made deliberately, wantonly, and maliciously, 
for tlie purpose of iusuliing a Guardian to whom he had been offensive, both in 
manner and language, on previous occasions ; that we can regard his continu- 
ance in the office of master of this house in no other light than as an insult to 
us all, and an outrage upon propriety ; and that we therefore call upon the Poor 
Law Commissioners to reconsider their decision, -with a view to the removal of 
Mr. Purcell from the office of master of this house. 

Richard Byrne, j.p. Christopher Neary. 

Michael Kelly, 5. -p. Peter Callan. 

Denis Callan. Nicholas Conroy. 

Matthew D' Arcy, j.p. John Reilly. 

Bernard Coleman. Patrick Woods. 

Thomas P. Callan. James Kearney. 

The followdng Protest was also handed in by Mr. Samuel Bradford, Sen. : — 

We, the undersigned, observing- that a party of this Board are, as we con- 
ceive, striving, by protesting against the report of the Commissioners on the late 
investigation held by Mr. Robinson, and also going so far as to call upon the 
master to resign, do most strongly protest against their proceedings, inasmuch as 
we entirely concur and agree with the report and decision of the Commissioners 
on the late occasion; and we are also convinced that a majority of the Guardians 
of this Union will fully join us in opinion. 

Samuel Bradford. John Duff, 

Alexander Murdock, Launcelot Coulter. 

Thomas Bradford. 
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Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 2 July 1864. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, have had before them the Resolutions contained in Minutes of Proceed- 
ings of the Board of Guardians of Dundalk Union ou the 27th ultimo, on the 
subject of the charge preferred against the master of the workhouse, of having 
ill-treated a pauper inmate of the workhouse, named Rose Buchanan, which 
was inquired into by Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, on the 27th ultimo ; 
and, in compliance with the Guardians’ request, the Commissioners transmit 
herewith the evidence taken by Mr. Robinson at the inquiry, together with a 
declaration made by Mr. Bernard Coleman, Poor Law Guardian, and trans- 
mitted by him to Mr. Robinson, which latter document was before tlie Com- 
missioners when they arrived at the conclusion referred (0 in the Minutes. 

The Commissioners request that these documents may be returned when 
done with. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk of Dundalk Union. (signed) B. Banlis, Chief Clerk. 



No. 34. 

(No. 13,428/64.) 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, at a Meeting 
held on Monday,* the 4ih day of July 1864. 



Present: — In the Chair, Samuel Bradfobu, Jun., Esq. 
Other Guardians : 



Sir John S. Robinson, Bart., 
John Black, j.p., 

Michael Kelly, j.p., 

Richard Byrne, j.p., 

William Robert Rogers, 
John C. Camber, 

Thomas Bradford, 



Nicholas Conroy, 

Bernard Coleman, 

Peter Callan, 

Samuel Bradford, 

Robert Dickie, 

John Duff, 

Pakenliam Beatty, Esqrs. 



Read letter from Poor Law Commissioners, dated 2d instant, No 12,981, 
1864, relative to the resolution of the Board of Guardians on the 27th ultimo, 
on tlie subject of the charge preferred against the master of the workhouse, of 
having ill-treated a pauper inmate of the workhouse, named Rose Buchanan, 
which was inquired into by Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, on the 27th 
ultimo, and transmitting the evidence taken by Mr. Robinson at the inquiry, 
together witli a declaration made by Mr. Bernard Coleman, Poor Law Guardian, 
and transmitted by him to Mr. Robinson, which latter document was before the 
Commissioners when they arrived at the conclusion referred to in the Minutes. 

Mr. Coleman gave notice, that at next meeting he intended to make some 
observations upon the evidence, and the clerk was directed to give permission 
until then to any parties who mav be desirous of making copies of the evidence. 

The following protest was handed in by Mr. ByToe, and ordered to be inserted 
on the Minutes : — 

The decision of the Poor Law Commissioners, in reference to the complaint of 
a member of this Board, that the master of the house had deliberately, wantonly, 
and maliciously insulted him, evidently justifies the master’s misconduct, upon 
the ground “ that he was compelled to mention Mr. Coleman’s name by the 
question put to him.” When the Commissioners wrote that sentence they had 
deforethem the report of their Inspector, Captain Robinson, containing the evi- 
hence, upon oath, of Dr. Beatty, of the Clerk of the Union, and Mr. Coleman’s 
solemn declaration, all of which proved the direct contrary, and that the gross 
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• There are no Minutes of the 2d July. 
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and insulting statement made by the master, and, in the language of Dr. Beat(y> 
his “indecent” conduct upon the occasion, were wholly uncalled for by reason 
of any question put or any observation made by anyone j)resent. 

The Commissioners also liad before them the evidence of several witnesses 
produced by the master in his defence, who all distinctly swore to the course 
language used by the woman Buchanan, but not one of them atiriliuted to her 
the expression which the master stated that she had used. The old woman lier- 
self swore that slje never used any such expression, and that the idea of such a 
thing never entered her mind. Her testimony in that respect was fully sustained 
by the evidence of the women, Kelly and Lester, and also of the sclioolmistress. 
When the master first made the statement complained of, upon being- questioned 
with reference to it, he declared tliat he had not himself heard tlie woman use 
the woi’ds, that it was the schoolmistress heard her use them. Wlicn the school- 
mistress was examined on oatli hy the Inspector, she stated tliat she heard the 
woman use indecent language, which she could not repeat, but that she had not 
heard her use Mr. Coleman’s name in connection with anything improper— tliat 
it was the master Iiimself who told her that (he woman had used Mr. Coleman’s 
name in the manner comidaiiied of. 

The master himself, although upon his trial for two distinct and serious 
offences, was examined upon oath by Captain Robinson, as to whetlier lie was 
guilty or not. His evidence did not at all sustain his original offensive statement, 
which lie varied by swearing that Buchanan called the chapel of the house a 
“ kip.” In the face of all this evidence, conclusive as to the fact tiiat the master 
fabricated the insulting statement complained of, the Poor Law Commissioners 
vindicate him, and say in their letter that he merely used the langua°-e com- 
plained of in order " to inform the Guardians of the statement Buchanan had 
made.” The fact that the master of this house upon two occasions, one of them 
in mid-winter, locked up for six and a-Iialf hours each time in a damp cell, a 
place with a clay floor, and wiLliout a seat, or light, or fire, a woman aged 70 years, 
at the dine under medical treatment, and without soles in her shoes, or any 
covering but the ordinary pauper dress, is established upon evidence. 

The Poor Law Commissioners are of opinion that they punish tiim sufficiently 
for that most cruel and illegal act by observing in their letter, that he ought to 
have ‘‘ been better acquainted with the rules of the govenmieiit of the work- 
house,” as “he violated the provisions of the 45 th article of the workhouse 
rules.” 

We have it, further, as a fact that, because Mr. Coleman denounced this cruel 
conduct of the master before the Board, then, for the first time, was heard the 
gross and insulting statement complained of. 

Now, we, the undersigned Guardians, having been present at the inquiry held 
by Captain Robinson in reference to this matter, hereby record our protest 
against the decision of the Poor Law Commissioners thereon. 



(signed) Richard Byrne, j. p. 

Michael j. p. 
Peter Callan. 



No. 15 . 

(No. 13,809/64.) 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, at a Meeting 
held on Monday,* the 11th day of July 1864 . 

Pi-eseiit: — In the Chair, Samuel Bradford, jmi.. Esq. 

Other GiiarJi n : : 



Ricliard Byrue, j.p. 
William Robert Rogers, 
Nicholas Convoy, 
Bernard Coleman, 



Pete r Callan, 

Samuel Bradford, 
Pakenhara Beatty, 
Patrick Wood, Esquires. 



^ The follomng document was handed in by Mr. Coleman, and ordered to be 
inserted on the Minutes: — 

“ Having given notice that I would on this day make some observations on 
the evidence taken by Inspector Robinson at the inquiry held by him in refer- 
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• There are no Minutes of the 9th July. 
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ence to my charge against the master of this house, of having wantonly insulted 
me before this Board, I have now to observe that the master swore what is nut 
true when he said : ‘ I did not mention Mr. Coleman's name until I was re- 
called that he swore what is not true when he said, ‘ The question was dis- 
tinctly put to me who the Guardian was;’ and that he swore what is not true 
when he said, ‘ When I mentioned Mr. Coleman’s name, I considered I was 
compelled to do so.’ The evidence of all the witnesses examined in the case — 
viz., Dr, Gartlan, Dr. Beatty, and the Clerk of the Union — prove the utter 
falsity of these statements. The witnesses produced by the master in his defence 
proved the falsity of his original offensive statement, and he himself proved the 
untruthfulness of it, for he did not swear that the words complained of were ever 
used by the pauper. The Poor Law Comn)issioners appear to disbelieve those 
witnesses, whose evidence shows that the master swore what is not true, although 
the master did not say in his evidence that hi.s original offensive expression was 
ever used by ilie pauper or anyone but himself, although other witnesses denied 
that the expression was ever used; yet, notwiibstanding all this, the Commis- 
siouers, throughout their entire letter, assume that the expression was necessarily 
repeated by tlie master, they vindicate him for using it, and thereby themselves 
become parties to his ruffianly slander.” 
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